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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner and Agent Bentley discussed possible claim amendments 
to clarify the allowed claims. More specifically that the pulling and fractioning the invention performs can be done to 
each of the SM objects. The claim language before seemed to only state one SM object then teaches a group of SM 
objects. Examiner and Agent Bentley came to an agreement that adding the pull be performed for each SM object and 
a fraction of a SM object is taken, this step being done for each SM object would clarify the claims, i.e., "for each SM 
object" or something similar. Examiner awaits Applicant's response . 



